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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude witii one of more claims patticulafly pointing out and distinctiy claiming tiie subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2, 7, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for faiMng to particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 is not clearly understood because the phrase "such as air-conditioning installation 
parts" could be an example of "components" or it could be a required element. The claim 
has been read as not requiring air-conditioning installation parts. 

Claim 7 is not clearly understood because "between 2mm and 200 mm, preferably between 4 
mm and 25 mm" provides two different limitations for the same feature. It is unclear which 
one is required in order to meet the limitations of the claim. The claim has been read as only 
requiring "between 2 mm and 200 mm". 

Claim 10 is not clearly understood because "between 0.5 mm and 5.0 mm, preferably 
between 1 mm and 2 mm" provides two different limitations for the same feature. It is 
unclear which one is required in order to meet the limitations of the claim. The claim has 
been read as only requiring "between 0.5 mm and 5.0 mm". 

Claim 12 is not clearly understood because "at least 10%, preferably 20%, particular 
preferred 30%" provides three different limitations for the same feature. It is unclear which 
one is required in order to meet the limitation of the claim. The claim has been read as only 
requiring "at least 10%". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treati,- detlned in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-5, 9, 14, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Schonebeck (7,097,234). 

Schonebeck disclose an end wall module formed of a first wall (10) and a second wall (12) 
for a vehicle. The first wall (10) and the second wall (12) are spaced apart such that first rib 
structures (14) of the first wall (10) and the second rib structures (between recesses 16) are 
spaced apart when the wall module is in an undeformed condition of installation, as shown 
in Figure 1. The first and second rib structures engage with one another in a positive when 
in the deformed condition, as shown in Figure 2. In reference to claim 2, the end waU is 
connected to a component, the inner door liner, as disclosed on lines 38-41 of column 3. 
While it is not specifically disclosed, the inner door Uner must be arranged on a side of one 
of the first wall and second wall which is distant to the respective other wall in order for the 
wall module to work as disclosed. In reference to claim 3, a cavity exists between the first 
and second walls (10,12), as shown in Figure 1. In reference to claim 4, the first and second 
rib structures comprise webs, as broadly claimed, in that the rib structures form a network or 
pattern. In reference to claim 5, the webs has an equal length in the direction of the 
respective other wall, as shown in Figure 1 . In reference to claim 9, the first rib structure 
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comprises webs and the second rib structure comprises cavities (16) for receiving those 
webs, as shown in Figure 2. In reference to claim 14, the first and second waUs and the rib 
structures are formed of plastic, as disclosed on Unes 35-38 of column 3. In reference to 
claim 16, a motor vehicle, specifically the door, contains the end wall structure, as disclosed 
on lines 38-41 of column 3. In reference to claim 17, the vehicle contains a mount, the inner 
Uner of the door, that borders the end wall, as disclosed on Unes 38-41 of column 3. 
aaim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the mvenaon is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schonebeck 
(7,097,234) in view of CarroU, III et al. (6,752,450). 

Schonebeck does not disclose the ribs having different lengths. 

Carroll, III et al. teach forming ribs of an energy absorber with different lengths, as shown in 
Figures 8 and 10. 

It wovild have been obvious to one of ordinary skiU in the art at the time the invention was 
made to form the first ribs of Schonebeck with a different length than the second ribs of 
Schonebeck, as taught by Carroll, III et al, to provide the desired energy absorbing 
characteristics at each rib. 

7. Claims 7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schonebeck 
(7,097,234). 
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Schonebeck does not disclose the claimed distance between the webs and the ribs. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to space apart the first wall and second wall of Schonebeck such that the distance 
between the webs that form tlie rib structures is 4 mm in order to provide adequate energy 
absorption while minimizing the volume the wall structure occupies. 

8. Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schonebeck 
(7,097,234) in view of CarroU, III et al. (6,752,450). 

Schonebeck does not disclose the ribs ha\'ing a concave shape at their ends. 

Carroll, III et al. teach forming the ends of ribs (1 6) with a concave shape (40), as shown in 

Figures 1 and 3. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skiU in the art at the time the invention was 
made to form concave portions in the ends of the ribs of Schonebeck, as taught by Carroll, 
III, et al., to provide the end wall of Schonebeck with the desired energy absorbing 
characteristics. 

9. Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schonebeck 

(7,097,234) in view of Salloum et al. (3,933,387). 

Schonebeck does not disclose the second wall laterally projecting beyond the first wall. 
Salloum et al. teach forming walls of an energy absorber of different sizes such that one 
opposing wall extends at least 10% beyond the other opposing wall, as shown in Figure 2, 
specifically the rightmost of the largest walls and the wall that is directly to its right. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to form the second wall of Schonebeck to laterally project at least 10% beyond the 
first wall, as taught by Salloum et al., resxalting the second wall having a surface area on the 
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side distant the first waU of at least 10% more surface area than the first waU on its side 
distant to the second wall to provide more space for attaching the wall module while not 
changing the energy absorption characteristics of the wall module. 

10. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schonebeck 
(7,097,234) in view of SaUoum et al. (3,933,387). 

Schonebeck does not disclose bonding the end waU to mounting. 

SaUoum et al. teach bonding an energy absorber (30) to an adjacent element (16), as 

disclosed on Knes 1-4 of column 3. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to bond the end wall of Schonebeck to the mounting of Schonebeck, as taught by 
SaUoum et al., to provide a secure means to integrate end wall and the mounting. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

11. Claim 13 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to GREGORY BLANPCENSHIP whose telephone number is (571)272-6656. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Dayoan can be reached on 571-272-6659. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, caU 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



gab 

March 31, 2008 
/Greg Blankenship/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3612 



